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Letters. . .
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A Persuasxve Case Agamst ‘Fedora

"Tothe detor' -

There are misieading points in the
Sept. 27 letter from G. Robert Blakey,
former chief counsel of the House Se-
lect Committee on Assassinations. As
the author of the Reader’s Digest arti-

“ unofficial .one from Blakey — not:!

from the-Congressional committee.
Blakey is, of course, entitled to hold’
thatopinion. " HENRY HURT
' Roving Editor, Reader’s Digest
o Chatham Va. OctIQ 1981

cle he attacks, I would hxe to make
two corrections. . .

First, 1 referto my allegaucn that .
“Fedora” — by earlier atcounts an
F.B.L source within the Soviet K.G.B.
for 15 years—has been determined by -
the F.B.L to have been duping our se-

- curity services during the time he was

. purportedly wor!ung tor the United

The Justics Depcmmmt has now -
unofficiallyconfirmed that informa.

; ticn to The Washington Post, to Wil-

'«_’ham Saftre of your newspaper and to '

\numemm reporters for newspapers,.

« wire services' and networks. Your

" headline on' Blakey's letter, “‘Unper- .
suasive: Case -Agaiost Fedora,” be- -
comes absurd.

- Second, it is at least. quwtionable
that Blakey should vwritethat ... we
concluded, -the bona fxdes of
Nosenko[am}--. .not inextricably in-
tertwined with those of any other de-
fector.” > Clearly, ! Blakey suggests |

~that this' was a conclusion by the
House Selea _Committee on Assassn-
nations.

Ifitisan ofﬂcial ccnclusxon of the.
comruittee, . I cannet. find. it in the
committee’s published final report.
However, I do find such a sentence on
page 133-of a book.on the subject
whose co-author is Blakey. This sug-
gests to me that the conclusion is an |
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